
March 4, 1975 

Dr. Harrlet Zuckerman 
Department of Sociology 
Fayerweather 
Collrabia Univeruity 
New York, New York 10027 

Dear Harriet, 

While you wtwe enjoying youraelho discussing the science imiiaators 
mfmuscript and particularly having the benefit of Yehuda'a company, I was 
going through a rather stressful experience at Aeilomr as you might have 
predicted. There was so muah "rociology" going on that I really do regret 
that you were not able to be there. You vould cartrUly have been faeeinated 
by the substance of the events and even uomeivably night have been villing 
to make a contribution, potentially an enormous one. to the clarity of the 
outculte. 

I have been in some tunwil over the whole matter und as a wey of 
helping to sat my thoughts straight have dictated a number of mermranda 
for my own benefit wh%ch, however, I tbfnk I should e&era with you as 
the beginning of a historical inquiry. It Is really iarportant that those 
tapes be on the record, and I will indeed be camtunicat~ with Stetten 
to ensure that he sees some way of keeping them prwerved. 1 do not know 
what arguaent there might be for them to be part of the public record if 
there were to be some scholarly interest in them and I ewpect It would 
not be too difficult to get perreieriou to listeu to them provided they 
were not explicitly rebroadcast. Certainly the news reportera were alao 
permitted to keep their oua taperecorders on durfng the entire proeeedluge. 

I am going to note here also certain other dotzummts that should be 
included in the package to be au&led to you. Yhey include the initial letter 
to Science) the invitation to the meeting; part or all of the Ashby Committee 
report8 the taok force reports and the final provisional one. I will also 
have a few newspaper clippiuge that bear on sme of the dimcwsion and a few 
mlseellaneow notes of my own that I had taken as I went along. I hope this 
lo not too technical for you to tmder8tand the gist of wbfat was really going 
on from the standpoint of the social and political issues. I very much feel 
the need for BQBW further critical d%alogue to try and help aort out some 
more of the very complicated immes ttvlt wmre be* exahanged there. It really 
wa6 rather bewildering and I sm &till not certain that I understand uerything 
that wals going on quite apart from not being privy to all of the factual 
inputs relevant to the ttltwtion. It seem ia fact as,&f Paul Berg is really 
quite angry with me for what may have eemed like G~:;'u,~J(K~' .) behavior on 
my purt; I hmm to eay that I think he has been less tha&'cendid with me in 
informIng me of all the considerations thst were in his tind in trying to 
reek the ends that I have been analyzing in the attached memoranda. 
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I also have the sense thcrt he Is lesa than fully eewitive ia his foree%ght 
abouttheway in whichgood intrntiarrewillbacaw tranmlatd into public 
understanding and %nto buroaucratie enforeOQ(Ltlt. We @ till heve to me what 
the outcwe of that ia gabg to be. Fortunately, there are at least oue or 
twonmmbere oftbeadrieorycmnmitteewboaremtora coacermdabout that 
than Paul is, for he doea have his own agenda and who told me the- were 
indeed grateful to me for havixq raised a ttunber of the fussy %m3ues that 
I eummr%amd inthemmmrand~~~.So,perhaps alltheyeome outjuet right 
in the long run as a result of that dUlec%Aa. Certainly that is the best 
I can hope for! 

What is still uot really vary clear is how this will becape a precedeut 
formamy other foras of ragulatorybehavfor thatarebound tobe imposed 
m us as t2me 8~1s cm kr response to various other klnde of public pressure - 
perhaps even just far releveme! Certainly It ie alreedy cleer that bio- 
haxard and wfety io going to be the surrogate for a lsrga mnaber of other 
evaluation eomufderat%ous and while wa have already had soma of this in peer 
review are according to scientific merit, I euepect we (tre going to eee other 
condlticms of a tfght budget sad many other reetrakrta o-n the growth of 
eciee more and umre crltlcal detereiuation by various people of what other 
people are go- to be doing in their aeiantif3.c work. For that reason I au 
very mLLch preoccupied wtbh matters of process and I am not sure at all that 
I mu too happy about the way things went here, although it is probably 
easier to underetand thm if oue ham access to all the input data. We certainly 
seeing a far reaching e&a&isatlou of eceiPtifle activity that, as I have 
already said, goes even beyond the existing pattern of peer revluw md that 
will have mauy other interrections withem@teide Interests and we have been 
accustomed to see in the pmt. I em sure we are going to be r8ei.q meh more 
of this ia the future on a wide variety of other aonaidmationa although the 
public safety is obviously the m#rst obv%ous catchword on which to embark on 
such a process. 

I would iudeed be grateful to you for por)r own caunents or questions 
or conceptual formulatioxw and ia particular hope you s%ght ~11 me up after 
you had a chance to digest saute of thiB, so we might pursue it a bit further. 

I um conscioue of the other obligationa that I have been less able to 
fulfill aa a remit of interwwtfoncr of this ki&i and will certainly do my 
best towet thmn. 

S&erely yours, 

Joshua Ledorberg 
Professor of Genetics 


